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   Government of India
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   Freedom Fighters Division
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3.The District Collector, Chennai District
   Chennai.

4.The Tahsildar, Perambur-Purasaiwalkam
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Prayer : Writ Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India praying for the issue of a Writ of Mandamus directing the
respondents  to  grant  the  freedom  fighters  pension  to  the
petitioner from the year 1997 on the date of his application
under central Swandra Sainik Samman scheme and also direct the
2nd and 3rd Respondent to grant the freedom fighters pension to
the  petitioner  under  the  freedom  fighters  revision  scheme  of
Tamil  Nadu  State  Government  by  considering  the  petitioners
representations dated 11.9.2020 within time frame fixed by this
Honourable court.
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For Petitioner :   Mr.I.Abdul Basith

For Respondents :  Mr.Karthikeyan, Asst.Solicitor 
General - for R1

     Mr.G.K.Muthukumar, Special 
Govt.Pleader

    - for RR 2, 3 and 4

O R D E R

The prayer sought for herein is to direct the respondents to
grant the freedom fighters pension to the petitioner from the
year 1997 on the date of his application under central Swandra
Sainik Samman scheme and also direct the 2nd and 3rd Respondent
to grant the freedom fighters pension to the petitioner under
the  freedom  fighters  Pension  scheme  of  Tamil  Nadu  State
Government by considering the petitioners representations dated
11.9.2020 within a time frame fixed by this Court.

2.  The petitioner  is a  freedom fighter  and he  had been
imprisoned, during the freedom struggle, at Burma in the year
1945 and thereafter in or about 1964, he had come to India to
settle at the outskirts of Chennai in the place allotted by the
State Government for persons returned from Burma. 

3. Though the petitioner had been a freedom fighter and when
he was living in Burma during the freedom struggle in the year
1945,  he  had  been  imprisoned  for  more  than  six  months,  the
relevant  documents  pertaining  to  the  petitioner's  jailing  in
Burma since could not be traced, belatedly the petitioner was
able to get the co-prisoner's certificate from two co-prisoners,
who certified that, the petitioner had been in Jail during the
freedom struggle in 1945 along with them and accordingly, in the
year 1997 the petitioner has made an application to the State
Government as well as the Central Government under two separate
schemes seeking Freedom Fighters Pension.

4. In this regard, there had been number of proceedings and
correspondences between the petitioner and the State Government
as  well  as  the  Central  Government  authorities  for  all  these
years.  Despite the same, nothing fruitful has come from the
State  Government  as  well  as  the  Central  Government  and
ultimately  the  petitioner  could  not  get  the  freedom  fighters
pension from both the Governments, and at last he has filed this
writ petition to direct the respondents / both the State and
Central Government authorities to consider the request of the
petitioner  for  sanctioning  the  State  Government  as  well  as
Central  Government  Pension  under  the  Swatantra  Sainik  Samman
Scheme (hereinafter referred to as 'S.S.S. Pension Scheme').
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5. When this writ petition was taken up for hearing in the
earlier  dates,  this  Court  on  13.10.2020,  has  passed  the
following order.

“5.  In  view  of  the  very  advanced  age  of  the
petitioner, who is already running 99, this Court
wants the matter to be decided at the earliest point
of time and in this regard, Mr.Karthikeyan, learned
Assistant  Solicitor  General  takes  notice  for  the
first respondent to get quick response for filing
written statement and to assist the Court.  Insofar
as respondents 2 to 4, who are the State Authorities
are concerned, the petitioner is permitted to give
notice  privately  to  the  learned  State  Government
Pleader,  who  on  receipt  of  the  same,  shall  get
immediate  response  and  to  file  a  status  report
before this Court during the next hearing date. Post
on 6.11.2020.” 

6. Pursuant to that, on 09.11.2020 when the case came up for
hearing,  it  was  submitted  by  the  learned  Assistant  Solicitor
General  appearing  for  the  Central  Government  and  the  learned
Special Government Pleader appearing for the State Government
that,  the  request  of  the  petitioner  has  not  been  favourably
considered.

7. Therefore, in order to ascertain the actual fact as to
what had happened and what transpired between the petitioner and
the  Government  Authorities  in  this  regard  for  more  than  20
years,  this  Court  directed  the  State  Government  counsel  to
produce  the  original  files.   Accordingly,  the  entire  file
pertaining to the petitioner was produced before this Court on
the next hearing ie., on 11.11.2020.

8. On a perusal of the relevant file and after hearing both
sides,  this  Court  passed  the  following  interim  order  on
11.11.2020.

“Mr.Muthukumar,  learned  Special  Government  Pleader
appearing for the respondents 2 to 4 has produced
the file and submitted that, though the issue has
been pending for several years, the officials of the
Government  side  alone  cannot  be  blamed  for  the
delay, as in between, several correspondences taken
place between the petitioner and the respondents. At
one point of time, the documents filed in support of
the  claim  made  by  the  petitioner  having  not  been
considered, for which, the Committee headed by the
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Collector concerned was of the opinion that, the two
co-prisoners certificates produced by the petitioner
were not clear and also there are some discrepancy
in the claim made by the petitioner with regard to
his  Date  of  Birth,  therefore  preliminarily  these
things have to be rectified and it can be considered
later on.

2.  Thereafter  also  it  seems  that,  several
correspondences  taken place  between  the petitioner
and the respondents and ultimately in the year 2018,
the  District  Collector,  after  having  gone  through
all these documents, seems to have decided that, the
co-prisoner certificates produced by the petitioner
are not clear, therefore on that ground,  a negative
recommendation  would  be  made  to  the  Central
Government on getting SSS Pension. 

3.  However,  the  learned  Special  Government
Pleader  would  fairly  submit  that,  as  far  as  the
sanction  of  the  State  Government  pension,  though
initially,  as  per  the  relevant  Rules  and  the
Government  Orders,  only  some  of  the  specified
certificates  have  to  be  taken  into  account  as  a
primary documents for the purpose of sanctioning the
State  Government  Pension  for  freedom  fighters,
subsequently,  the co-prisoner  certificate  was also
considered to be one of the document based on which,
the  case  of  the  freedom  fighter  who  seek  State
Government  Freedom  Fighters  Pension  can  be
considered. In this context, he would further submit
that,  one  co-prisoner  certificate  with  relevant
particulars to the satisfaction of the Scrutiny or
Screening  Committee  is  submitted  by  the  Freedom
Fighter  concerned,  who  seeks  for  freedom  fighters
pension from the State Government, based on that,
the  request  of  the  seeker  of  pension  would  be
considered. 

4.  In  this  context,  the  learned  Special
Government Pleader has also pointed out that, out of
the two co-prisoners certificates given in support
of  the  claim  of  the  petitioner,  the  certificate
given by one Kumar, who is also a  freedom fighter,
is not in the format and in fact, it has not given
the detail as to from which period to which period,
he had undergone the imprisonment and during that
period, whether the petitioner was also imprisoned
in  the  same  jail,  unless  those  particulars  are
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given, it cannot be construed that, it is a valid
co-prisoner  certificate,  therefore  the  said
certificate given by one Kumar, in support of the
case  of  the  petitioner  cannot  be  considered.
However, he would further submit that, insofar as
the co-prisoner certificate of one freedom fighter
R.Kannan is concerned, though it is in the format,
where, also the period of the imprisonment undergone
by him as well as the petitioner has been mentioned,
even  in  that  certificate  also,  there  is  a
discrepancy  to  state  that,  the  certifier  had
undergone  imprisonment  from  April  1945  to  March
1945.  Since  this  discrepancy  is  found  in  the  co-
prisoner  certificate,  based  on  which  only,  the
Screening  Committee  took  a  decision  in  2015  to
clarify this position and in this regard, since the
clarification has not come from the petitioner side,
the  matter  has  been  kept  pending  all  along  and
thereafter,  at  one  point  of  time,  it  was  decided
that,  based  on  the  said  co-prisoner  certificate,
recommendation  cannot  be  made  to  the  Central
Government  for  considering  the  case  of  the
petitioner for sanctioning of SSS Pension. 

5.  Therefore,  the  learned  Special  Government
Pleader submits that, this is the position as of now
prevailing, therefore based on which the issue can
be decided by this Court judiciously.

6. I have considered the said submissions made
by the learned Special Government Pleader appearing
for the State Government and have gone through the
materials placed before this Court. 

7.  In  the  original  records,  the  co-prisoner
certificate  given  by  two  freedom  fighters,  namely
one R.Kannan and one O.Kumar are available. Insofar
as  the  certificate  issued  by  one  O.Kumar,  the
details that from which period to which period, the
said  certifier  had  undergone  the  imprisonment  has
not been stated and also it has not been stated in
the  said  certificate  that  the  petitioner  had
undergone  the  imprisonment  during  the  relevant
period. Unless these particulars are given by the
certifier of the co-prisoner certificate, the said
claim made by either the certifier or the petitioner
cannot be verified.

8. Be that as it may, insofar as the co-prisoner
certificate given by  R.Kannan, it has been clearly
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mentioned  that  the  certifier  had  been  in  jail  at
Burma  from  April  1945  to  March  1946  (erroneously
mentioned as 1945) and it has further been stated in
that  certificate  that,  the  petitioner  had  also
undergone the imprisonment in the same jail during
the relevant period, i.e., from July 1945 to January
1946.

9. Because of the typographical error crept in
the certificate, where, instead of March 1946, it
has been typed as March 1945, that seems to have
triggered the Screening Committee to take a decision
that, there is a discrepancy in the certificate and
only  based  on  the  alleged  discrepancy,  it  seems
that,  the  said  co-prisoner  certificate  given  by
R.Kannan,  not  have  been  accepted  by  the  State
Authorities.  However,  in  order  to  appreciate  the
said  certificate,  the  entire  content  of  the
certificate is extracted for easy reference:

"Co-Prisoner Certificate
I,  R.Kannan,  son  of  Rangswamy,

(late)  Freedom  Fighter,  Pensioner,
residing  at  No.1276,  V  Block,
V.O.C.Nagar, Tondiarpet, Chennai-81 do
hereby solemnly and sincerely declare
that  I  know  S.Gafoor,  son
late.Sulaiman,  residing  at  No.350,
B.V.Colony,  Plot  No.385,  7th  Street,
Vysarpadi,  Chennai  -  600  039,
personally from Burma. He has been an
I.N.A.  Person  attached  to  the  Nehru
Brigade and was in Combat Service in
Burma war Grant.

The  said  S.Gaffoor  was  arrested
by the British Forces and imprisoned
in Rangoon Central Jail from 1945 to
January  1946.  I  was  arrested  by  the
British  Forces  and  imprisoned  in
Rangoon Central Jail from April 1945
to March 1945 and the said S.Gaffoor
was a co-prisoner with me in the said
Jail from July 1945 to January 1946.

I  am  getting  freedom  fighter
pension  from  Central  Revenue  Home
Ministry  Order
No.29/MDS/15631/681/INA,  dated
27.10.1993.

Solemny affirmed and signed Sd/-
this 18th day of his name 
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(R.Kannan)
at Madras 1997 in my 
Deponent “
presence.

10. In the second para, the words, "from April 1945
to March 1945" since has been wrongly typed as 1945
instead of 1946 as it could not be between April
1945  to  March  1945,  the  same  can  very  well  be
ascertained from the wordings used in the next and
last  sentence  of  para  2  of  the  certificate  which
says  that,  "the  said  S.Gaffoor  was  a  co-prisoner
with me in the said jail from July 1945 to January
1946".  Therefore  within  the  period  between  April
1945  and  March  1946,  where  the  certifier  has
undergone  the  imprisonment  in  the  same  jail,  the
petitioner  also  had  undergone  the  imprisonment
between July 1945 and January 1946. 

11. It is further to be noted that, as has been
pointed  out  by  the  learned  Special  Government
Pleader appearing for the State Government, one of
the main criteria, based on which the authorities
can  be  satisfied,  is  that,   the  co-prisoner
certificate certifying that, the freedom fighter has
undergone  the  imprisonment  and  in  this  regard,
originally the requirement of imprisonment was three
months and subsequently, it has been reduced to one
month and later on, it was further reduced to three
weeks. Therefore as of now, the requirement of the
State Government is that, if a freedom fighter had
undergone  imprisonment  for  three  weeks,  that  is
enough,  based  on  which,  the  case  of  the  pension
seeker can be considered.

12. Here in the case on hand, as per the co-
prisoner  certificate, the  petitioner  had undergone
imprisonment for more than six months, i.e., July
1945  to  January  1946  and  the  same  has  also  been
certified by a co-prisoner who had undergone more
than  one  year  imprisonment  in  the  same  jail  and
whose sacrifice has been recognised by the Central
Government, by sanctioning SSS Pension to the said
certifier  /  freedom  fighter,  by  order  dated
27.10.1993 itself.

13. Therefore, on the basis of this prima facie
material,  that  too  from  the  contents  of  the  co-
prisoner certificate issued by R.Kannan, this Court
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feels that, this aspect can very well be considered
by the District Level Screening Committee / District
Collector  /  State  Government  and  if  this  is
considered, certainly, this Court is in fond hope
that,  the  request  of  the  petitioner  would  be
accepted  for  sanctioning  atleast  the  State
Government Freedom Fighter's Pension. 

14. It is also to be noted that, as per the
Aadhar Card issued by the Central Government, the
petitioner's date of birth is of the year 1921 and
in support of this, the petitioner has also produced
a  medical  certificate  issued  by  the  Doctor  after
diagnosing the physic of the petitioner. Therefore,
these documents can also be taken into account for
the purpose of arriving the date of birth or birth
year of the petitioner, only for the limited purpose
to satisfy that, during the relevant point of time
in the freedom struggle i.e., between 1940 to 1945
atleast the petitioner had been in the tender age of
not less than 15 years.

15.  Therefore,  taking  into  account  the
aforesaid,  this  Court  is  inclined  to  pass  the
following order :
(i) that the respondents 2 to 4 are hereby directed
to place these documents for scrutiny either before
the District Level Screening Committee headed by the
District  Collector  concerned  or  before  the  State
Government consisting of the officials of the Public
(Freedom  Fighters  Pension)  Department  and
accordingly decide the claim of the petitioner based
on  the  co-prisoner  certificate  issued  by  one
R.Kannan by taking into account the observation made
by this Court in this order and accordingly, take a
decision thereon. 

(ii) The said exercise, as indicated above, shall be
undertaken by the authorities at the earliest and
communicate the decision to this Court, by filing a
status report during the next hearing date. For the
said purpose, post this matter on 26.11.2020.

16. The learned Special Government Pleader is
directed  to  get  back  the  original  file  from  this
Court and the same can be reproduced during the next
hearing.
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8. Pursuant to the same, when the case is taken up for
hearing  today  Mr.G.K.Muthu  Kumar,  learned  Special  Government
Pleader has submitted that, pursuant to the orders passed by
this Court the issue as to whether the State Government Freedom
Fighters Pension can be sanctioned to the petitioner was placed
before the State Level Review Committee, where, the case of the
petitioner  has  been  decided  to  be  recommended  to  the  State
Government  for  sanctioning  Freedom  Fighters  Pension.    The
decision was communicated by the District Collector, Chennai to
the  State  Government.   Accordingly,  on  receipt  of  the
recommendation of the State Level Review Committee, the State
Government, having decided to accept the said recommendation,
has passed orders sanctioning the Freedom Fighters Pension of
the State Government to the petitioner on 05.12.2020 in Sanction
No.14152  sanctioning  the  State  Government  Freedom  Fighters
Pension from the date of the order ie., 05.12.2020.

9. Learned Special Government Pleader has also produced a
copy of the Sanction Order dated 05.12.2020 before this Court
for perusal and for further orders.

10. I have gone through the said Sanction Order now passed
by the State Government dated 05.12.2020, which reads thus:

“Miz

ghh;it  xd;wpy;  fz;Ls;s  brd;id  khtl;lj;ijr;  nrh;e;j  jpU/v!;/fg{h;.  j-bg
(kiwe;j) Riykhd; vd;gth; kj;jpa kw;Wk; khepy muR tpLjiyg; nghuhl;l tPuh;

Xa;t{jpak;  tH';fntz;o  brd;id  cah;ePjpkd;wj;jpy;  ePjpg;nguhiz  kD  vz;
(W.P.NO)  14733-2020  - ,y;  bjhlh;e;j  tHf;fpy;  fle;j  11/11/2020  md;W

tH';fg;gl;l  ,ilf;fhy  jPh;g;gpy;.  kDjhuh;  rkh;g;gpj;j  kDtpid  khepy  rPuha;t[f;
FGf;Tl;lj;jpy;   ghprPypj;Jk;. kDjhuuhy; rkh;g;gpf;fg;gl;l rff;ifjpr; rhd;wpjHpd;
mog;gilapYk;. Xa;t{jpak; tH';FtJ bjhlh;ghf murhy; vLf;fg;gl;l Kotpid ,
t;tHf;fpd;  mLj;j  tprhuiz  ehshd  26/11/2020 -f;Fs;  mwpf;ifahf

rkh;g;gpf;FkhW brd;id cah;ePjpkd;wk;  ,ilf;fhy cj;jut[  gpwg;gpj;jJ/  mjidj;
bjhlh;e;J  kDjhuh;  kDtpid khepy  rPuha;t[f;  FGf;  Tl;lj;jpy;  rkh;g;gpf;fg;gl;l

Mtz';fspd; mog;gilapy;  ghprPypj;J Xa;t{jpak;  tH';fyhk;  vd khepy rPuha;t[f;
FGtpduhy;  jPh;khdpf;fg;gl;ljhft[k;.  ,jdog;gilapy;  kDjhuh;  jpU/v!;/fg{h;.  j-bg

(kiwe;j)  Riykhd;  vd;gtUf;F  Kd;dhs;  ,e;jpa  njrpa  ,uhQqtj;jpdUf;fhd
khepy muR Rje;jpug;  nghuhl;l tPuh;  Xa;t{jpak;  tH';fyhk;  vd khtl;l Ml;rpj;

jiyth;.  brd;id khtl;lk;  mth;fs;  ghh;it K:d;wpy;  fhQqk;  jdJ fojj;jpy;
muRf;F ghpe;Jiuj;Js;shh;/

2/ nkw;fhQqk; khz;gik brd;id cah;ePjpkd;wj;jpd; ,ilf;fhy cj;jutpd;
mog;gilapYk;.  khtl;l  Ml;rpah;.  brd;id  khtl;lk;  kw;Wk;  khepy  rPuha;t[f;
FGtpdupd;  ghpe;Jiufspd;  mog;gilapYk;.  kDjhuhpd;  nfhhpf;if  kD  murhy;
ftdkhf  ghprPypf;fg;gl;L  kDjhuh;  jpU/v!;/fg{h;.  j-bg  (kiwe;j)  Riykhd;.
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brd;id khtl;lk; vd;gtUf;F tpjpfis jsh;j;jp. rpwg;g[ epfH;thf Kd;dhs; ,e;jpa

njrpa  ,uhQqtj;jpdUf;fhd  khepy  muR  Rje;jpug;  nghuhl;l  tPuh;  Xa;t{jpak;
Miz gpwg;gpf;fg;gLk;  ehs;  Kjy;  mtuJ thH;ehs;  tiu tH';fyhk;  vd muR

Kot[ bra;fpwJ/

3/ nkw;fz;l Kotpw;fpz';f. brd;id khtl;lk;. tpahrh;gho. gp/tp fhyzp. 7 tJ
bjU. fjt[ vz; 384-350 - ,y; trpj;J tUk; kDjhuh; jpU/v!;/ fg{h;. j-bg

(kiwe;j)  Riykhd;  vd;gtUf;F  Kd;dhs;  ,e;jpa  njrpa  ,uhQqtj;jpdUf;fhd
khepy muR Rje;jpug; nghuhl;l tPuh; Xa;t{jpak; khjk; xd;Wf;F U:/17.000-- (U:gha;

gjpndHhapuk;  kl;Lk;)  kw;Wk;  kUj;Jtg;go  U:/500-- (U:gha;  IE}W  kl;Lk;)  ,
t;thiz btspaplg;gLk;  ehspypUe;J mtuJ thH;ehs;  tiu tH';f ,jd; K:yk;

Mizaplg;gLfpwJ/  nkw;go  Xa;t{jpak;  mt;tg;nghJ  murhy;  cah;j;jg;gLk;nghJ.
cah;j;jg;gl;l tpfpjj;jpy; Xa;t{jpajhuh; bgw jFjpa[ilatuhth;/

4/ nkny gj;jp K:d;wpy; tH';f Mizaplg;gl;l khepy muR tpLjiyg; nghuhl;l tPuh;
Xa;t{jpak;.  brd;id  khtl;l  Xa;t{jpak;  tH';Fk;  mYtyuhy;  Xa;t{jpajhuUf;F

tH';f eltof;if vLf;fg;gl;L tH';fg;gly; ntz;Lk;/””

11. In view of the said Sanction Order dated 05.12.2020
passed  by  the  State  Government  under  the  Freedom  Fighters
Pension sanctioned to the petitioner by the State Government
from the date of the order ie., 05.12.2020 is at the rate of
Rs.17,000/- per month and the same would be enhanced as and when
such enhancement is made by the State Government for all freedom
fighters who get sanction from the State Government. At least
the petitioner at his age of 99 is able to get the recognition
from the State Government that, he had been a freedom fighter
and accordingly the said sanction has been given, and therefore
he can enjoy the said benefit for the service he rendered to the
nation.

12. Insofar as the sanctioning of the 'S.S.S. Pension' of
the Central Government is concerned, learned Assistant Solicitor
General  Mr.Karthikeyan  has  submitted  that,  in  view  of  the
earlier negative recommendation made by the State Government,
the Central Government is not in a position to sanction the
'S.S.S.Pension' to the petitioner. However, now, since the State
Government has reviewed their stand and sanctioned the pension
by  Sanction  Order  dated  05.12.2020  by  recognizing  the  co-
prisoner's certificate issued in this regard in favour of the
petitioner, based on this development, let the State Government
make a fresh recommendation to the Central Government and once
such  a  recommendation  is  made  by  the  State  Government  with
relevant documents and materials, the same would be considered
by  the  Central  Government,  of  course  in  accordance  with  the
provisions  of  the  S.S.S.Pension  Scheme  and  accordingly  final
decision would be taken by the Central Government as to whether
the petitioner can be sanctioned the S.S.S.Pension.
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13. In view of the said developments taken place and the
submissions made by the respective counsel appearing for the
parties, this Court is inclined to pass the following orders.

(a)That the State Government sanctioning of the
State  Government  Freedom  Fighters  Pension  to
the petitioner by Sanction Order No.14152 dated
05.12.2020, is hereby taken on record.

(b) Pursuant  to  the  said  Sanction  Order  dated
05.12.2020, the petitioner, at least, shall be
entitled  to  get  the  State Government  pension
from that date ie., 05.12.2020 at the rate of
Rs.17,000/-  (Rupees  Seventeen  Thousand  Only)
per month and the same could be enhanced when
such  enhancement  is  announced  by  the  State
Government for all the freedom fighters who get
such sanction from the State Government.

(c)Pursuant to the said order dated 05.12.2020,
the  State  Government  Authorities  shall  take
immediate steps to comply with the said order
and  the  payment  of  Freedom  Fighters  Pension
with effect from 05.12.2020 shall be ensured,
and within a period of 30 days after paying the
said amount for the current month, the State
Government  authorities  of  the  relevant
department, who look after the Freedom Fighters
Pension Scheme, shall file a compliance report
in  this  Court  in  the  third  week  of  January
2021.

(d) The  State  Government  authorities  who  are
respondents herein are also directed to forward
the  aforesaid  development  with  all  relevant
records  including  the  recommendation  of  the
State  Level  Review  Committee  taken  recently
pursuant to the orders passed by this Court and
the  Sanction  now  made  through Sanction  Order
dated 05.12.2020 to the Central Government with
such  recommendation,  within  a  period  of  one
month from the date of receipt of a copy of
this order. 

(e)On receipt of such recommendation with relevant
records,  including  the  State  Government
Sanction  Order  dated  05.12.2020,  the  Central
Government  /  first  respondent  shall  consider
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such recommendation, unmindful of the earlier
recommendation  made  by  the  State  Government,
and,  after  considering  the  same  under  the
provisions  of  the  S.S.S.  Pension Scheme,  the
Central  Government  authorities  shall  pass
necessary  final  orders  with  regard  to  the
sanctioning of the Central Government Pension
under S.S.S. Scheme to the petitioner and the
final order to that effect shall be passed by
the Central Government within a period of two
months  from  the  date  of  receipt  of  such
recommendation  forwarded  by  the  State
Government as indicated above.

14. This Court expresses its satisfaction the way in which
the State Government has acted upon, at least after filing of
this writ petition and the orders passed by this Court earlier
in this writ petition.

15. With the above directions and observations, this writ
petition is disposed of.  No costs. 

                                  
                              Sd/-

     Assistant Registrar(CS VII)

    //True Copy//

     Sub Assistant Registrar

To

1.The Under Secretary, Government of India, Ministry of Home     
Affairs, Freedom 

    Fighters Division,  
    1st Floor, Lok Nayak Bhavan, 
    New Delhi.

2.The Chief Secretary,
    Government Public Political Pension (General) Department, 
     Tamil Nadu Government, 
     St.George Fort, Chennai.

3.The District Collector, 
    Chennai District,
    Chennai.
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4.The Tahsildar, 
   Perambur-Purasaiwalkam,
   Perambur,
   Chennai 600 011.

+1cc to the  Government Pleader Sr.39580
+1cc to Mr.G.Karthikeyan, Assistant Solicitor General of India
Sr.39345
+1 CC to Mr.I.Abdul Basith, Advocate sr 39933(30/12/2020)

W.P.No.14733 of 2020
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